ccept any financial responsibi
f S undertaken by municipalities.
As 1 tl cliaim on the Department of Tra *t, 1t should
be borne in mind tha the construction of the Welland
Canal by the era. overnment had, in fact, brought
many direct benefits to the ¢ity of Welland, which, in turn,
had caused the city to grow perhaps more rapldly than 1t
otherwise would, If, as a result of such growth, certain
additional public facilitles were required, it did not
follow that the Federal government should recognize any
responsibility for the construction of such facilities

even 1f such construction were somewhat mor expensive
@ 4-

-

because of the existence of the canal, [t would be quits
another matter if these claims were for damages caused
to existing municipal facilities by the construction of
a new canal,

p The Cabinet noted the report by the Minlster

: e ———————— ] . - y 1
rt on claims by the city of U and and th
|
artment I
] towards
Ll ©h

4

nue Tunnel contract,
Atlas Construction C

26, The Minister of Transport said that, under
authority of Order iIn Counclil P.C. 461 of January 27th,
1951, a contract had been enters
Company Limited for the construction of the Atwater Avenue
tunnel beneath the Lachine canal at Montreal, e contract
had specified a completion date [ October 31st, 1952,
or approximately twenty months, The work had actually been
completed on January 3l1lst, 1954 r some fifteen months
later than the date of completion specified in the contract.

Crowland and Thorold, in Ontario, for contributi
Transport and the Department of National

i ) ith Atlas Construction
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